Dear Jin, R«j Ca decision vb. WO caaaitt'iic on tapes, 5/24/74 

there Is language in thin doeiidoii of which I believe m shoulc takas not « y» the 
possibility of its h«?iat' used in future SOI suits, both ways. 

4s banner interprets the decision, I think correctly, it doe® broaden the legal 
base for executive jadvoioge* Shat is ssy eoneexn* 

Mor is it the aonsi»te»i poor perfoxnenoe of the Krvjn cotaaitt©© wfeMdi did well at 
nothing except getting on fV, ft&s had advantages, but it nee at investigating* What 
aaa as * that it tasuidit to li,£st is msgligiblo and the boat ed that it ry>v&r used* 

Without claisiat, to kirn a basin for evaluating the dedaioa itself, except for 

apfeSMut *ith Gossell in the court below that g nttia i t ia s the tapes could Jeoparuls© 
defendants!? tights. 1 will quote &om «f the language. 

6aasall*s argonaut ssum sound to as* In fact, 1 belies and have written that it 
is precisely this that th*> conspiracy of the defense, between Hixon and Ms forraer aides 
whoso silsaoe is «* rnitial to hiia, has been exploiting and will exploit* 1 will not be a 
bit surprised if the WH does sot deliver at 2 p«n* this p*n* ami that ties ©11 will then 
My that he has no choice bat to turn the defendants free* that really is the law* *t 
works uniquely in this tmm to safes the violators tho b^iofieiarlva, 

Uo©« this Im&mg® relate in ary way to later interjaretatiens of &Bfcrleaa lail » 

“Tbs oaust however, held that the tapes^aaMds were still privileged even though t!®y 
had boon turned amr to the Watergate grand Jury and the hmm Judiciary Co&itte© and 
•van th^u^h thw Whits louse has no* undo censored transcripts public** 

lb yea s»< future um for this nutsaeingi 

”*Xt is tans* of course, Mmloti sold,* that the executive cennot my .'sore titan 
the other branches of gov- ;vw3r.*nt invoke a general cenfiamttaliiy prlvtltgeshisld its 
officials and employees frwa investigations by Ibis proper jp/vons*ntal institute. as 
into wrongdoing.* M 




